REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

1. Amendments to the Claims . 

Claims 1-7, 9, 12, 14, 15, 18, 20-23, 25, 26, 28, 30-32 and 34 remain in this application. 
Claims 8, 10, 1 1, 13, 16, 17, 19, 24, 27, 29, and 33 have been canceled. New claims 35-44 have 
been added, support for which may be found throughout the specification and, particularly, at pp. 
6-9 and FIGS. 2, 6, 8, 10 and 12. No new matter has been added. 

2. Objections to the Drawings. 

The drawings were objected to as failing to show each and every feature of the invention 
claimed in claims 5 and 27. Claim 5 has been amended to remove the objectionable language, 
and claim 27 has been cancelled. As such, it is respectfully submitted that the grounds for 
objection have been removed. 

3. Objections to the Claims Under 35 U.S.C. $112 . 

Claims 6, 7, 9, 12-14, 17 and 28 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 12 as failing to provide 
sufficient antecedent basis for limitations in the claims. Particularly, claims 9 and 12-14 were 
rejected for failing to provide antecedent basis for "the sliding direction." Claims 9, 12 and 14 
have been amended to correct this insufficiency, and claim 13 has been cancelled. 

Claims 6, 7, 17 and 28 were rejected for failing to provide antecedent basis for "the first 
cargo lock." Claims 6, 7 and 28 have been amended to correct this insufficiency, and claim 17 
has been cancelled. 

4. Rejections to the Claims Under 35 U.S.C. §102 . 

Claims 1-3, 8, 9-15, 18, 20, 22 and 33 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102 as anticipated 
by U.S. Patent No. 5,535,929 to Neill (hereinafter Neill '929). 

Claim 1, as amended, calls for a system for removably fastening a cargo module to a 
vehicle. The claimed system includes, among other things, a guide having a bottom, two spaced- 
apart elongate sidewalls extending from the bottom, an elongate inside slide path defined 
between the two sidewalls and a guide lock disposed within the slide path. As claimed, a portion 
of the guide lock is spaced apart from and extends along a portion of either the bottom or the 
sidewalls. The inside slide path is configured to slidably receive the cargo lock of the cargo 
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module. The guide lock is configured to engage with the cargo lock thereby receiving the cargo 
lock between the guide lock and the one of the bottom and two sidewalls to prevent the cargo 
lock from disengaging from the guide lock and securing the cargo module to the vehicle. 

In contrast, Neill '929 discloses a baggage carrier apparatus, as shown in FIGS.3-6, 
including storage shell 10 mounted on wheels 20, which roll within C-shaped track 21 mounted 
on top of vehicle 50. Wheels 20 are secured in position within track 21 by the shape of track 21 
and pin 77. Neill '929 does not disclose, suggest or teach incorporating a guide lock in the track, 
the guide lock including a portion being spaced apart from and extending along a portion of one 
of a bottom and sidewalls, and a cargo lock in the storage shell and utilizing an engagement 
between the guide lock and the cargo lock to secure a cargo module to vehicle. Accordingly, 
independent claim 1 and claims 2-4, 9, 12 and 14, by way of dependency on claim 1, are 
patentable over Neill '929. 

Claim 15, as amended, calls for a system for removably securing a cargo module to a 
vehicle. The claimed system includes, among other things, an elongate guide having a bottom 
and two opposing elongate sidewalls extending from the bottom and defining an inside slide path 
therebetween. As claimed, the inside slide path is configured to slideably receive the cargo lock 
tab of the cargo module. The bottom of the claimed guide has a cargo lock hole configured to 
receive and engage with the cargo lock tab. In contrast, the track of Neill '929 does not include 
cargo lock hole defined in the bottom of the track and receiving a cargo lock tab. Neill '929 fails 
to disclose, teach or suggest such a feature. Accordingly, independent claim 15 and claims 18 
and 30-32, by way of dependency on claim 15, are patentable over Neill f 929. 

Claims 8, 10, 1 1, 13, and 33 have been cancelled. 

For all the reasons discussed above, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. §102 be withdrawn. 

5. Rejections to the Claims Under 35 U.S.C. §103 . 

Claims 23, 24, 25, 29-32 and 34 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as being 
unpatentable over Neill '929 in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,266,703 to Litz (hereinafter Litz 703). 

Claim 23 recites, among other things, a guide having a bottom, two spaced- apart 
elongate sidewalls extending from the bottom, an elongate inside slide path defined between the 
two sidewalls and a guide lock disposed within the slide path. As claimed, a portion of each 
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guide lock is spaced apart from and extends along a portion of either the respective bottom or 
sidewalls. The inside slide path is configured to slidably receive the cargo lock of the cargo 
module. The guide lock is configured to engage with the cargo lock thereby receiving the cargo 
lock between the guide lock and the one of the bottom and the sidewalls to prevent the cargo 
lock from disengaging from the guide lock and securing the cargo module to the vehicle. For the 
reasons discussed above with respect to claim 1, Neill '929 fails to disclose, teach, or suggest 
these features. Similarly, Litz 703 fails to overcome the deficiencies of Neill '929. Moreover, 
neither Neill '929 nor Litz 703 disclose, teach, or suggest a guide lock located within the inside 
slide path of a guide, wherein a portion of the guide lock is spaced apart from and extends along 
a portion of one of the bottom and a sidewall, alone or in combination with a cargo lock 
configured to received between the guide lock and the one of the bottom and the sidewall to 
prevent the cargo lock from disengaging from the guide lock and securing the cargo module to 
the vehicle. As such, it is respectfully submitted that claim 23, and the claims dependent 
therefrom, are in condition for allowance. 

Claims 1-12, 14-22 and 33 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as being unpatentable 
over Neill '929 in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,193,696 to Price, Jr. et al. As noted above, Neill 
'929 fails to disclose, teach or suggest all of the features of independent claims 1 and 15. 

Price '696 discloses a sliding rack system for storing magnetic data tape cartridges. The 
rack system, as shown in FIGS. 1 and 5-7, includes a plurality of tape storage racks having 
wheels that roll along tracks. As shown in FIGS. 6-8, the racks include spring-biased brakes 80 
having a lower end surface 92. The tracks include brake engaging members 96 mounted on the 
track at the end of the track. Brakes 80 engage members 96 to prevents the racks from sliding 
off of the tracks and reduces collision between the racks. Price '696 specifically addresses the 
problem of providing magnetic tape cartridge storage capacity within a limited area. 

Applicant respectfully reminds Examiner that it is well settled that prior art references are 
properly combined only where there is a suggestion, teaching, or motivation to combine them, 
and that suggestion, teaching, or motivation must come from the prior art references themselves. 
C.R. Bard, Inc. v. M3 Systems, Inc., 157 F.3d 1340, 1352 (Fed. Cir. 1998); See generally MPEP 
§2143, page 2100-129. "The mere fact that references can be combined or modified does not 
render the resultant combination obvious unless the prior art also suggests the desirability of the 
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combination." MPEP § 2143.01, page 2100-131 (citing In re Mills, 916 F.2d 680, 682 (Fed. Cir. 
1990)). Furthermore, "[i]n order to rely on a reference as a basis for rejection of an applicant's 
invention, the reference must either be in the field of applicant's endeavor or, if not, then be 
reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which the inventor was concerned." MPEP 
§2141.01(a). 

Neither Price '696 nor Neill '929 provides any suggestion, teaching or motivation to 
combine the two references. Furthermore, Price '696 is not in the field of the applicant's 
endeavor. Price '696 relates to storage racks for storing magnetic tapes used in computers. In 
contrast, Applicant's field of endeavor is utility and recreational vehicles and accessories for such 
vehicles. Furthermore, Price '696 seeks to solve the problem of maximizing a limited storage 
space to increase the capacity for storing magnetic computer tapes. In contrast, Applicant's 
invention is geared toward providing a system for securely and removably fastening a cargo 
module to a recreational or utility vehicle such that the vehicle can securely transport significant 
loads. Price '696 is non-analogous art and is not pertinent to the problem of securely and 
removably fastening a cargo module to a vehicle. 

For the reasons discussed above, Applicant respectfully submits that there is no teaching, 
suggestion or motivation to combine Price '696 with Neill '929 and, furthermore, that Price '696 
is non-analogous art and it would be improper to combine Price '696 with Neill '929. Applicant 
respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejection of claims 1-12, 14-22 and 33. 

6. New Claims 

New claims 35-44 call for a cargo system for use on a vehicle. The cargo system 
includes, among other things, a cargo module having a cargo lock member projecting from a 
surface of the cargo module and a guide mountable on the vehicle. The guide, as claimed, 
includes a bottom, a pair of spaced-apart elongate sidewalls extending upwardly from the bottom 
and defining an elongate slide path therebetween, and a guide lock member disposed within and 
projecting into the slide path. The cargo lock member is slidably received with the slide path. 
Either the cargo lock member or the guide lock member is a loop, while the other of the cargo 
lock member and the guide lock member is a tab. The cargo module has a locked position in 
which the tab releasably engages the loop to restrict the sliding movement of the cargo lock 
member and restricts the removal of the cargo lock member from the slide path. The properly 
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cited prior art, namely Neill '929 and Litz 703, alone or in combination fails to disclose these 
features. As noted above, Price '696 is not proper prior art. 



Applicant respectfully requests that action toward a Notice of Allowance be taken. 

If necessary, applicants request that this response be considered a request for an extension 
of time appropriate for the response to be timely filed. Applicants request that any required fees 
needed beyond those submitted with this amendment be charged to the account of Baker & 
Daniels, Deposit Account No. 02-0390. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned at the telephone number provided 
below should any question or comment arise during reconsideration of this matter. 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully Submitted, 



By: 




Douglas AT Yerkeson, Reg. No. 39,882 
Baker & Daniels LLP 
300 N. Meridian Street, Suite 2700 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 
Phone: (317)237-0300 
Fax: (317)237-1000 
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